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1 . Applicant's election with traverse of group I, claims 1-29 and 45 in Paper No. 9 is 
acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that search for group I & II would not 
represent an undue burden. This is not found persuasive because search for two 
groups does impose an undue burden since the claims in these groups fall into different 
classes and subclasses. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

2. Claims for examination are 1-29 & 45. 

3. Claim 45 depends from claim 44. Claim 44 is nonelected. Hence claim 45 is 
withdrawn from consideration. 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 2, 5, 6, 7 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 2 is indefinite in reciting "cold rotational molding at about 200°F" because 
any molding at 200°F cannot be called "cold molding". 

Claim 7 is indefinite since it is not clear if the limitation of hardness is ascribed to 
the "form" or "pigment or dye". 

Similar is the case with claim 29. 

Claim 6 is indefinite because "substantially flat" fails to specify how much flat or 
how much rough. 

Same in case with claim 5. 
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5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Arai et al 
(USP 4638016). 

(Arai is of record on PTO-1449, paper 5). 

Arai describes process for producing elastic polyurethane. Polyurethanes are 
prepared from various polyols and polyisocyanates (col. 4, line 37 to col. 5, line 17). 
Pigments and dyestuffs are used as additives. 

Claim 1 therefore lacks novelty. 

7. Claims 1-3, 5, 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by 
Graefe (USP 5002475). 

Graefe discloses reaction injection injection molding apparatus which is used to 
mold a shaped article from a polymerizable flowable resin-forming composition 
(abstract). One such composition has a thermosetting resin such a polyurethane 
elastomer of viscosity from 50 to 10,000 centipoises (col. 1, lines 49-59; col. 4, lines 41- 
44; col. 10, lines 24-25). 

Disclosure of Graefe, summarized above proves that above claims lack novelty. 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

9. Claims 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Graefe (USP 5002475) in view of Kennedy et al (USP 6290614) and Hirai et al (USP 
4367307). 

Disclosure of Graefe is summarized earlier. 

Graefe does not mention specifically organic pigment or dye (of instant claim 8), 
and colors (of instant claims 25-28). 

Kennedy uses white pigment with polyurethane (col. 2, lines 42-51 ). 

Hirai uses brown pigment with polyurethane elastomer (col. 13, lines 45-46). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to use in the composition of Graefe, (a) 
white pigment (of Kennedy) or (b) brown pigment (of Hirai) or any one or more of other 
pigments to impart specific color to the molded form or article. 

It is noted that prior art is silent about certain limitations of some of above claims. 
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Since Graefe teaches mixing of colorants and other ingredients, it is reasonable 
to infer that the mixing is done uniformly throughout the mass. It is also obvious to use 
a pigment or a dye of a certain hardness to optimize the appearance and texture of 
surface of the molded article. It is also obvious (a) to adjust abrasion resistance of 
molded article so that any protruding material or flash can be removed by grinding with 
a sand paper (instant claim 12), (b) to adjust the composition to achieve a certain 
impact strength (instant claim 13) and (c) to adjust certain physical properties (of instant 
claims 14-23). 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to U. K. Rajguru whose telephone number is 703-308- 
3224. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:30 am to 6:00 
pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James J. Seidleck can be reached on 703-308-2462. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703- 
872-9310 for regular communications and 703-872-931 1 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
0661. 
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U. K. Rajguru 
July 18, 




IN* 



James J. Seidleck 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 1 700 



